December 2, 2022

COMMUNICATION FROM BOARD
MEMBER OF THE OFFICE OF
CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Governing Board of
the Office of Congressional Ethics:

Flagstaff, AZ, December 2, 2022.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: It has been an
honor and a privilege to serve on the Office
of Congressional Ethics Board for the last 14
years. It is time for me to step down. I would
like to be appointed to the alternate position
at this time and switch positions with Bill
Luther who was recently appointed to the
Board.

I have had the opportunity to serve with
many extraordinary members who recog-
nized the appointment as an important and
non-partisan role to the Congress.

Thank you,
KARAN L. ENGLISH.

—————

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS
TO THE GOVERNING BOARD OF
THE OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
ETHICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 4(c) of
House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, and
the order of the House of January 4,
2021, of the following individuals to
serve on the Governing Board of the Of-
fice of Congressional Ethics:

Nominated by the Speaker after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader:

Mr. William Paul Luther, Minnesota,
for the remainder of the term of Ms.
Karan English.

Ms. Karan English, Arizona, alter-
nate, for the remainder of the term as
alternate of Mr. William Paul Luther.

———

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION
REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise a very proud, liberated
Democrat, unbought, unbossed, and
unafraid. I am proud to say that,
today, I will address the question of
comprehensive immigration reform.

But before moving into this question
of comprehensive immigration reform,
I thank those who make it possible for
me to have these opportunities to
speak. I thank the Speaker of the
House. I thank all the persons who are
in leadership. I am grateful for the op-
portunity because this is a means by
which messages can be made known to
the masses. Many of the masses would
not receive these messages but for
what they hear from the floor of the
House of Representatives.

I am honored to represent the Ninth
Congressional District in Texas, and I
am honored to thank those who al-
lowed me to serve previously and who
are allowing me to serve for an addi-
tional 2 years in the Congress of the
United States of America.
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Mr. Speaker, immigration reform is
exceedingly important for many rea-
sons. I will speak to one reason that is
exceedingly important today, but I in
no way want people to conclude that I
am not concerned about what is hap-
pening at the border, that I am not
concerned about ingress and egress
into the country.

I wouldn’t want people to think that
I don’t believe we need to know who is
coming into the country, who is leav-
ing the country. All of these things are
important. I am concerned about them.
But I am also concerned about them in
a comprehensive way. I don’t believe
that we should try to do a patchwork
fix of what is happening with immigra-
tion.

I think that we look at it from a ho-
listic approach, and if we do, we will
have an immigration bill that we can
be proud of, that can deal with many of
the nuances that are not brought to
the attention of the public with any de-
gree of regularity.

We tend to focus more on the border
than on other aspects of immigration
reform. Today, I will focus on an aspect
of it that is somewhat different from
the border itself and people who find
themselves crossing the border for
many reasons—many with good rea-
sons, I might add.

Today, I would like to talk about Mr.
Jaime Avalos Rosales. Mr. Jaime
Avalos Rosales was born on November
25, 1994, some 28 years ago, in Oaxaca,
Mexico.

Mr. Avalos was brought to this coun-
try as a baby. He was about 1 year of
age at the time that he was brought
into the country.

He has lived in this country for more
than a quarter of a century. He is a
graduate of a high school in this coun-
try, in Houston, Texas, Bellaire High
School. He worked in Houston, Texas.

Mr. Avalos married an American-
born woman and has a son. His wife,
Yariana Martinez, and he have a young
son, Noah Blake Avalos. This beautiful
young baby is currently with his moth-
er in Houston, Texas.

Mr. Avalos has been banned from the
country and is in Juarez, Mexico,
banned from the country for a period of
10 years.

This is why I rise today to give some
intelligence on what has happened to
cause Mr. Avalos to find himself in this
predicament of being banned from the
country for a period of 10 years.

Mr. Avalos, living in this country as
a DACA recipient, working, not having
committed a crime, decided that it
would be appropriate to become a law-
ful citizen in the country. He was here
undocumented. He wanted to do what
was right for himself, but, more impor-
tantly, for his baby, Noah, and his wife.

He and his wife conferred, and they
concluded, after having conferred with
persons who were supposed to know,
that he should return to Mexico, to
Juarez, to the consulate there, and
that he would apply for his visa to re-
turn to this country. Go to Mexico,
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Juarez, and apply for a visa to return
to this country lawfully.

By the way, he made an appointment
to go to Juarez, Mexico. He made an
appointment to go there to the con-
sulate. This is the way it is done. You
make an appointment; you go there;
you make your application to return
lawfully into the country as a person
with a visa. He did this.

He had no reason to leave the coun-
try other than to do this. He loves this
country. He has been a hardworking
person. Moralistically speaking, he is
an American, but he does not have the
documentation that would make him
an American in the eyes of the laws of
this country.

So, he leaves this country, leaves his
wife, leaves his baby, goes to Juarez,
and makes application.

Upon making application, it is dis-
covered that Mr. Avalos was brought to
Mexico at the age of 7 from the United
States to Mexico for a purpose of hav-
ing his birth properly registered in
Mexico. So, he leaves the United
States, not of his own volition, but in
the arms of his mother who takes him
to Mexico to register his birth.

Upon registering his birth, he comes
back to this country. He has been in
this country for decades, more than a
quarter of a century.

Upon going to Juarez to register,
they discover that he was brought to
Mexico for this purpose, one time, leav-
ing the country, going to Mexico to
have his birth registered.

There is a law on our books indi-
cating that if you are in this country
for more than 365 days, and if you leave
after more than 3656 days, you cannot
return for a period of 10 years.

That is the ban that Mr. Avalos finds
himself having to suffer from.

He left, but he left in the arms of his
mother. He left as a 7-year-old child. In
fact, he was taken out of the country.
This was not something that he did of
his own volition. He has no recollection
of having done it. Having no recollec-
tion of it, he didn’t call it to anyone’s
attention because he, quite frankly,
didn’t recall the circumstance having
occurred.

But having done this, the consulate
and the officials there, whom I visited
with, concluded that he was subject to
this 10-year ban because he came back
at the age of 7 to have his birth reg-
istered. This, literally, is why he is
banned from the country.

I, along with staff members, his wife,
and his lawyer, Attorney Salem, we
went to Mexico to visit Mr. Avalos.

He is my constituent. I do this. He is
not the first constituent that I have
had to go to Mexico to visit. We had a
Mr. Escobar who was in El Salvador. I
went there. I saw him. We eventually
brought him home.

My intentionality is to bring Mr.
Avalos home. It may not happen as
soon as I would like, but we will bring
Mr. Avalos home. This is an injustice.

I took staff, his wife, baby Noah, and
his lawyer to Mexico. We went there to
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Juarez, and we met with him exten-
sively.

I had an opportunity to see him
interact with baby Noah. I saw tears
well in his eyes as he talked about how
much he loved his son, how he misses
his son, and how he doesn’t want his
son to grow up without his father being
in his life.
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It was a very touching and moving
moment to see this occur. This man
who loves his child. The child’s mother
was there with us at the time. Attor-
ney Salem was there. We had a re-
porter there as well.

This is a very heart-wrenching cir-
cumstance to have to negotiate. He
wants to return home. He is living
there. Fortunately, he has a relative,
and he is living there with a relative.
He does not venture far from the place
where he is staying.

In Mexico, Mr. Avalos is a stranger.
In Mexico, Mr. Avalos is viewed as an
outsider, especially if it is known that
he is barred from coming back to this
country. Mr. Avalos is concerned about
his safety, as am I, as is the case with
his wife. We are all concerned about his
safety. He is very careful not to go
very far away from where he lives, and
when he does, he is usually accom-
panied by some other person who is fa-
miliar with the environment, who can
help him to be assured that he will re-
turn home safely.

Concern for his safety is something
that I would call to everyone’s atten-
tion, and I think this in and of itself is
reason for us to want to make sure
that we bring him home. But aside
from this, Mr. Avalos has a home in
Houston, a home that he is purchasing.
As I have indicated, he is hardworking;
productive; buying a home; has an
American-born wife; an American-born
child.

So he wants to return to his home
and his child. He wants to give that
child the opportunity to have the pres-
ence of a father in his life, throughout
his childhood and into his adulthood.
He would like to be there when his
child takes his first step. The child is
just learning to speak and learning to
say ‘‘daddy.”

I was there when the child was reach-
ing for his father and trying his best to
utter the words ‘“‘daddy.”

He wants to enjoy the things that a
father can enjoy with a son: To be
there on the first day of school; to par-
ticipate in activities with his son. He is
a good and decent person who has done
nothing wrong other than what we per-
ceive to be wrong, and that is having
been taken out of the country at the
age of 7 by his mother to register his
birth.

It is my belief that the law ought to
have some consideration for persons
who are taken out of the country, as
opposed to persons who leave the coun-
try.

Many persons will leave the country.
They are persons who have the
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intentionality of leaving, and the law
should apply to them. But a child at
the age of 7, who has no recollection of
it, who was taken out of the country,
in my opinion, there ought to be some
exception for this person: Mr. Avalos.

I believe we should try our best to
get him returned to this country, so
there are several things that we are
doing.

We have two pieces of legislation
that we have filed. One piece of legisla-
tion would deal with Mr. Avalos and
his circumstance. We believe that his
is a special circumstance, and the law
provides for this type of legislation.
Another piece would deal with persons
who are similarly situated.

We believe that if there are such per-
sons—and there are, I am told by oth-
ers who should know—we want to make
sure we cover them as well: Young peo-
ple, babies, children who are removed
from the country by parents who don’t
leave of their own volition. We want to
make sure that we capture them in the
law because this type of injustice
should not go unnoticed and should be
corrected.

We also believe that Mr. Avalos is a
candidate for what we call humani-
tarian parole. I believe firmly that if
he is granted humanitarian parole, he
will return to our country, be a law-
abiding person and who will be a credit
to our society; will make America a
better place by being here; who will be
a great father to his son Noah, and will
be a good husband to his wife, Yariana.

This can be accomplished, and we are
making every effort to do so, through
the good offices of Secretary
Mayorkas, the good offices of Home-
land Security. We believe that this can
be accomplished through USCIS and he
will have the opportunity to return
home.

All of these things are going to take
time. I am a patient person, but I be-
lieve that the longer he is away from
his son, the longer this becomes an in-
justice and the longer this becomes a
circumstance where justice is being de-
nied.

So we are going to push for all of
these things to try to bring Mr. Avalos
back to this country, and we would
like to do it as timely as we possibly
can because one can see that his son
misses him. If you are in the company
of Mr. Avalos, he and his son, then you
would see immediately that there is a
bond between them.

I mention this case because this is
the type of case—and there are many
others—but this is the type of case that
hardly makes the news. It is not a part
of what we talk about when we talk
about immigration and the need to
have immigration reform, but this is
why immigration reform has to be
comprehensive because there are nu-
ances in the law that have to be ad-
dressed that are not making the news
on some sort of daily basis or with any
degree of regularity.

I believe that we have to take a ho-
listic approach to immigration reform;
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that it has to be comprehensive. I don’t
think that we can just conclude that
by dealing with the border alone.

And there are many ways to deal
with the border, but I will use an exam-
ple that is cited quite regularly, and
that is, deal with the border and con-
struct the wall. A wall high enough to
keep people from going over it, a wall
deep enough to keep people from tun-
neling under it.

If such a thing can be done, this is
what I believe many people would pro-
pose, but I do know that there are cir-
cumstances where people find a way
over high walls and tunnel under low
walls.

But let’s assume this can be accom-
plished in a positive way. There are
still circumstances, however, where the
gunrunners will still get their guns
over the walls. They are using drones
now to get guns over walls, and those
guns are the ones that are being used
to terrorize people, causing many peo-
ple to want to come to this country.

Assume that we can prevent the guns
from coming over the wall, people from
going over the wall and under the wall,
I don’t think that resolves the question
of immigration reform. That is an as-
pect of immigration reform; that is not
total immigration reform.

We have people who are living in this
country who are doing us no harm, who
came here with the best of intentions.
They have to be addressed. There must
be a remedy for all of this before we
can take up some aspect of this.

Here is what I believe would happen
if we only addressed the wall. If we
only addressed the wall, I believe that
the opportunity to deal with those who
are living in the shadows, those who
live in fear of being stopped when they
are out and being taken away from
families that they have in this coun-
try, are those who are in the cir-
cumstance of Mr. Avalos, they would
not have their petitions, their proper
redress accorded them.

I believe that we have to have a ho-
listic approach. Let’s let those who
want to address the wall, let’s do this:
Let’s let them address the wall. And let
those of us who would like to have
other things a part of comprehensive
immigration reform, let’s add these
things.

Let’s have one bill that includes the
things that all people believe to be nec-
essary to have a border that they be-
lieve to be secure, and people addressed
in this country that will understand
that they no longer have to live on the
run or in the shadows, as we say, or
live in fear of being deported and taken
away from their families. I think this
holistic approach can be accomplished.

I am available to talk to anybody
who wants to talk about it. I am not in
any way fearful of talking to you about
the wall that you would like to build.
I will talk to you about it, but let’s
talk about all aspects of immigration
reform when we do this.

I am a person who has been to the
border on many occasions. I have seen
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what is happening at the border. But I
didn’t leave the border thinking that I
was an expert simply because I saw
people entering the country in ways
that are unfavorable in the eyes of
many.

I didn’t leave assuming I was an ex-
pert. As a matter of fact, just recently,
over the Thanksgiving holidays, I went
on the other side of the border, to the
consulate in Juarez and I talked to the
members of that consulate.

It is amazing what one can learn by
simply going to the other side of the
border and talking to the people who
also have a hand in helping us to se-
cure the border. They are with the
State Department. They deal with
things in a diplomatic way, but they,
too, have a hand in this. And one would
be wise to take some opportunity to go
there and talk to them.

The Consul General in Juarez, Mex-
ico, is very receptive. He listens and he
gives you thoughtful information, in
my opinion. I think it would benefit
persons who go to the border to simply
just go over to the other side. And I am
not saying that there are not others
who haven’t done it, but a good many
haven’t. But just go over to the other
side to the consulate and talk to the
people who see these problems and
have some thoughts as to some of the
remedies that might be beneficial to
us. I have done this.

So I have seen the border from both
sides. I have seen the border from the
perch of one who is making a con-
certed, conscientious effort to help
people who are trapped on the other
side of the border. I have actually been
there to visit with them. I have been to
El Salvador to visit with the con-
stituent, brought that constituent
home—didn’t come home as soon as I
wanted, but we did get it done. We will
bring Mr. Avalos home as well, just as
we brought Mr. Escobar home.

But this is an important cir-
cumstance that highlights the need for
comprehensive immigration reform. I
assure you that this is the method-
ology by which this can be resolved for
both sides of the aisle, all parties con-
cerned. I'm not sure anybody is going
to get everything they want. I probably
would not, using such a process, but we
will do what the American people
would have us do, and that is, nego-
tiate, develop legislation. Let the legis-
lation matriculate, take votes, come to
a conclusion. That is the way the
House should function as well as the
Senate, I might add.

I would have us do this, but we can’t
do it if the only solution proposed is a
wall, or if the only solution proposed is
to have something done about the per-
sons who are here living in the shad-
ows. Either of those without the other
would not be the comprehensive immi-
gration reform that we need. This is
what I support.

I believe that if we negotiate as op-
posed to require what I would call ca-
pitulation as opposed to negotiation.
Negotiation involves give-and-take.
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Capitulation involves one way or no
way at all. That way is an unaccept-
able way of doing business. Everybody
is going to have to give something.
Hopefully, everybody will get some-
thing.

I don’t believe that we should allow
the perfect when it comes to this.
Someone who believes that, Hey, I have
the perfect solution and it is either
this or nothing. I don’t believe we
should allow the perfect to be the
enemy of the good. But I do believe
that we should allow right to be the
enemy of wrong.

It is just wrong for us to have some-
one in the circumstance that Mr.
Avalos finds himself in. It is wrong to
allow this to exist. And I believe that I
have a right to do the righteous thing,
and that is to try my best to extricate
him from this most enigmatic cir-
cumstance.
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I plan to do all that I can in the fu-
ture. I plan to go back if I need to—and
I believe that I will—to see Mr. Avalos
again. I will do all that I can to help
his family get back to see the father of
baby Noah and the husband of Yariana.
I plan to do this.

I think that I am not a live-and-let-
live guy, meaning you do what you can
to make your way through the world,
and I will stay out of your way. Let me
do what I can to make my way through
the world, and you stay out of my way.

That is not my philosophy. My phi-
losophy is one of live and help live.
Live and help live. If I had the re-
sources and the means of helping some
person who is in harm’s way, I believe
that I ought to do that. I ought to help
that person who is in harm’s way.
There are many people in this country
who left places south of the border be-
cause they were in harm’s way only to
come here and have to live in the shad-
ows. I want to get them out of the
shadows. Mr. Avalos wanted to extri-
cate himself from the shadows, which
is why he left.

To recap quickly: He was in this
country and was brought here by his
mother at the age of 1 year. His mother
decided at the age of 7 that she was
taking him back to register his birth;
and she did so. He then continued to
live here abiding the law. He married
an American woman, has an American
child, graduated from high school in
this country, and purchased a home.
Moralistically he is an American. He
and his wife jointly decide to go back
to Mexico as the law allows, go back to
Mexico, and make an appointment.

He didn’t go under the cover of dark-
ness. This was not something done in a
stealthy fashion. He went back to Mex-
ico to legitimize himself in the eyes of
our laws. He had no other reason to
leave.

He was a DACA recipient. He could
easily have stayed here for many,
many, many more years as a DACA re-
cipient and been a good father and hus-
band. But he wanted to do the right
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thing. In his effort to do the right
thing, he finds himself now entrapped.
He finds himself now in Mexico banned
for 10 years because of the law.

I will cite the law for those who may
want to have the benefit of knowing
what law it is that I speak of. The law
is Immigration and Nationality Act,
and it is 212(a)(9)(C)(i). This piece of
law, this legislation, indicates that if
you have been in this country for more
than 365 days and if you leave, if you
have been here more than 365 days,
then you are undocumented. You leave,
you are banned for 10 years.

He didn’t leave. He was taken out of
the country, and but for that cir-
cumstance, he would still be here; and,
in my opinion, he would have received
his visa from the consulate in Mexico
and he would return to the country.

Now, if I have got colleagues who
have differences of opinion with me, I
am available to discuss those dif-
ferences with colleagues. I am, as I
have indicated, a liberated Democrat. I
have many friends who are very con-
servative, persons who are probably
what many people would assume that I
don’t associate with, but I do. I am not
a guy who disassociates because a per-
son happens to have a label that is dif-
ferent from mine. If I did this, then I
would have very few friends probably.

So I have friends who are very con-
servative. I invite my very conserv-
ative friends who would like to have
this discussion with me. I am available.
I answer my phone. Please give me a
call. Come by my office. I will come by
your office.

But these issues have to be ad-
dressed. I am all for addressing them in
a comprehensive fashion such that we
take care of the persons who are
caught up in the nuances of the law
such as is the case with Mr. Jaime
Avalos.

Mr. Speaker, this is a great country.
I love my country. I wear a necktie
that should give some indication that
it means something to me to be an
American. It means something to me. I
say the Pledge of Allegiance, I salute
the flag, and I sing the National An-
them.

But I also believe that I ought to de-
fend those who do not salute the flag
and who do not sing the National An-
them. I believe that that is what
makes America great; the right to say
that I disagree, the right to protest,
and a Constitution that makes it law-
ful for us to have disagreements. I be-
lieve in this Constitution. I believe
that we can get things done if we would
but only exercise our right to talk to
each other.

Let’s talk. Let’s try as best as we can
to make this country the country that
all of us would like to see it be through
our various different eyes, through the
different perches that we all have. We
all have different ideas as to what the
ideal circumstance is. I think that we
can do this by simply deciding to talk
to each other about these issues.

So let it be known far and wide that
I stand ready to talk with anybody who
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is ready to have that conversation with
me.

I thank you Madam Speaker PELOSI
for your many years of service as the
Speaker of the House. You have been
the person who taught me to say
Madam Speaker, as well as many oth-
ers, I might add, because before you
there was not a Madam Speaker. I ap-
preciate the service that you have ren-
dered. I thank you for the many oppor-
tunities that I have had to speak on
the floor.

To Mr. HOYER, the majority leader
currently: I greatly appreciate the
many things you have done, Mr.
HOYER, to help me with legislation.
You have been a real friend to me. I
won’t forget many of the things that
you have done to help my constituents
and this country legislatively speak-
ing. You have taken some tough posi-
tions, Mr. HOYER, but history is going
to reward you for those tough posi-
tions.

Mr. CLYBURN, I admire you and thank
you for staying on. Your wisdom is
needed. You have seen things because
you have lived longer. I haven’t lived
as long. I respect the wisdom that you
accord me. I recently celebrated my
26th birthday for the third time. I re-
spect you, Mr. CLYBURN, and I appre-
ciate the fact that you are staying on
in a leadership position.

To those who have just acquired
these new positions, I am going to do
everything that I can to make your ad-
ministration a success. I stand ready to
work closely with you, as closely as
you would have me work with you. I
stand ready to do the things that can
help you to achieve your goals.

I do believe that we have selected ca-
pable, competent, and qualified people
who are ready to assume leadership in
the next Congress—we are in the 117th
now—in the 118th Congress, I believe
they are ready. I believe Mr. JEFFRIES
is ready. I believe that he has been sea-
soned properly and that he is ready to
grow into this position.

So, dear brother—if I may be so bold
as to say dear brother as opposed to
Mr. Minority-Leader-to-be—dear broth-
er, I want to see you do well as is the
case with the rest of your leadership
team. I look forward to serving you as
we serve the people of the United
States of America.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———
THIS CHRISTMAS SEASON HARD-
WORKING AMERICAN TAX-

PAYERS FACE ECONOMIC CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. RUTHERFORD) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. RUTHERFORD: Mr. Speaker,
this Christmas season, hardworking
American taxpayers are facing an eco-
nomic crisis. American families have
been suffering with record-high infla-
tion for the last 18 months.
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Mr. Speaker, over the last of couple
months, I have had an opportunity
back home in northeast Florida to talk
to some of my constituents about the
impact that these record-high inflation
prices are having on their lifestyles.

One of my constituents from St. Au-
gustine shared with me that her energy
bill has already gone up 40 percent—40
percent. The gas prices have limited
her ability to see family and friends. In
spite of just celebrating her 80th birth-
day—she is 80 years old—she is now
having to go back to cutting her own
grass and to doing her own home re-
pairs so that she can stay within her
fixed budget.

Mr. Speaker, we think this inflation
is bad for those who are working and
hardworking taxpayers. It is even
worse for those on a fixed income. In
fact, T had an elderly couple tell us
that these high food and high fuel costs
have actually caused them—they were
looking forward to their retirement—
have driven them to cut back on many
essentials.

Mr. Speaker, this is not a small
amount of money we are talking about
in this inflation. We are talking about
$700 a month. That is more than $8,000
a year out of the pockets not only of
hardworking, taxpaying Americans,
but those elderly on fixed income.

This is bad news for all of us. Yet just
the other day, President Biden boasted
of ‘“‘slowing’’ price hikes earlier this
week as a sign of good news for this
holiday season.

This is his exact quote: ‘‘Inflation at
the grocery stores, thank God, is begin-
ning to slow. Prices for things like new
clothes, televisions, and appliances are
going down. That’s good news for the
holiday season.”

Mr. Speaker, last I checked, food is
up over 12 percent, energy and gas are
both up over 17 percent, electricity is
up 14 percent, public transportation
upon which many of our working poor
depend is up 28 percent, flour is up 24
percent, chicken is up 14 percent, and
eggs are up an incredible 43 percent. Fi-
nally, milk is up 14 percent.

Everything is more expensive under
this Biden administration.

Mr. Speaker, do you know why?

Because this administration believes
we can spend our way out of this prob-
lem. But that very reckless spending is
what got us here in the first place. The
value of the dollar cannot recover if we
just continue printing money.

In the last 2 years, this is what we
have seen with one party, one rule. I
am going to ask people to just reflect
back, if you can, to the economy that
this country was enjoying in 2019, just
2 years before the pandemic shut down
our economy, before COVID destroyed
an economy that was the best this
country had ever seen.

The Trump economy was growing.
The GDP was growing at over 3, 3%
percent.

Now what do we face after one party,
one rule for 2 years?

Higher interest rates on our Federal
debt that is now at a record level—$31
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trillion-plus. We passed an American
Rescue Plan in which the Democrats
gave us $1.9 trillion, over $1 trillion in
Biden executive order spending.

The Inflation Reduction Act—which
is kind of a misnomer, obviously—
spent another $745 billion.

Then, finally, most recently, another
$500 billion for student loan
cancelation.

This spending is not sustainable.

The good news is that the American
public chose not to accept this, and
they put an end to one party, one rule,
and come January we will put an end
to that.

O 1200

Hopefully, we can get back to that
2019 economy. In January, when the
Republicans take back this majority,
Mr. Speaker, after we defund the 87,000
IRS agents, we need to start looking at
restoring America’s energy independ-
ence. Right now, today, Americans are
gearing up to pay more for energy, as
they prepare for this holiday season, in
an attempt to heat their homes.

This energy crisis does not just im-
pact us at the gas pump. All goods cost
more because energy is consumed, and
more expensive, when it is across every
level of our supply chain.

Meanwhile, the President continues
to reject commonsense solutions that
could alleviate this energy crisis that
we are facing. It is almost unconscion-
able that he sits on 4,600 drilling per-
mits and will not allow them to be re-
leased. Instead, he restricts the possi-
bility of American energy independ-
ence and goes to OPEC, hat in hand,
asking for their assistance to pump
more oil, or he goes to authoritarian
dictators like Maduro, asking for more
Venezuelan oil.

Then his Inflation Reduction Act,
which is anything but, that $745 billion
instead of reducing inflation is really a
socialist climate deal that caters to
very special interest groups. I will give
you just a couple of examples.

People who buy electric vehicles get
tax credits. They are buying $60,000-
plus vehicles, and we are asking the
hardworking taxpayers to help pay for
those. Companies that use union labor
get billions in green giveaways. Tech
companies producing semiconductors
got a special carve-out so that they can
take their $24 billion of new taxpayer
subsidies to the bank. Corporations can
purchase new electric vehicles and
trucks on the taxpayer dime.

That is what we are doing with their
money. Companies that have employed
bribery, who are breaking the law and
have to pay fines and penalties, they
now get to take that off their book
minimum tax. That simply overturns
the tax code’s current prohibition on
such benefits. Those should never be
tax deductions, not when you are pay-
ing penalties and fines for criminal be-
havior.

U.S. energy independence impacts
every area of our lives, but the Presi-
dent would rather solely blame this
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